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Nomination of Reginald Bartholomew To Be United States
Permanent Representative on the Council of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization
May 5, 1992

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate Reginald Bartholomew, of
the District of Columbia, a career member
of the Senior Foreign Service, class of Ca-
reer Minister, to be the United States Per-
manent Representative on the Council of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, with
the rank of Ambassador. He would succeed
William H. Taft IV.

Since 1989, Mr. Bartholomew has served
as Under Secretary of State for Coordinat-
ing Security Assistance Programs. Prior to
this, he served as U.S. Ambassador to Spain,
1986–89; and U.S. Ambassador to Lebanon,

1983–86. Mr. Bartholomew has served as
U.S. Special Negotiator for United States-
Greek Defense and Economic Cooperation
Negotiations, 1982–83; and Special Cyprus
Coordinator at the Bureau of International
Organization Affairs at the U.S. Department
of State, 1981–82.

Mr. Bartholomew graduated from Dart-
mouth College (B.A., 1958) and the Univer-
sity of Chicago (M.A., 1960). He was born
February 17, 1936, in Portland, ME. Mr.
Bartholomew is married, has four children,
and resides in Washington, DC.

Nomination of Peter Barry Teeley To Be United States Ambassador
to Canada
May 5, 1992

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate Peter Barry Teeley, of Vir-
ginia, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to Canada. He would succeed Ed-
ward N. Ney.

Since 1985, Mr. Teeley has served as
president with the consulting firm of Teeley
& Associates in Washington, DC. Prior to
this, he served as Assistant to the Vice
President and Press Secretary, 1980–85; and
as communications director and press sec-
retary at the Republican National Commit-

tee, 1977–79. In 1976, Mr. Teeley served
as press secretary to the President Ford
Committee. Mr. Teeley served as press sec-
retary to Senator Jacob Javits (R–NY),
1974–77; and as press secretary to Assistant
Minority Leader, Senator Robert P. Griffin
(R–MI).

Mr. Teeley graduated from Wayne State
University (B.A., 1965). He was born Janu-
ary 12, 1940, in Barrow, England. Mr.
Teeley is married, has four children, and
resides in Alexandria, VA.

The President’s News Conference With President Leonid Kravchuk
of Ukraine
May 6, 1992

President Bush. Mr. President and distin-
guished members of the Ukrainian delega-
tion, on behalf of the people of the United
States it’s been my honor to welcome you

on the first official visit by a freely elected
President of independent Ukraine. May I
also acknowledge Senators Pell and Lugar,
who are with us today. Congressmen
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Broomfield and Leach were supposed to be;
they are missing in action. But nevertheless,
welcome to the Senators. All of us join in
celebrating the renaissance of freedom and
independence for the great and ancient na-
tion of Ukraine.

A few blocks from here stands an impos-
ing monument erected by an act of the
United States Congress approved by Presi-
dent Eisenhower. It’s a statue of Taras
Shevchenko, the poet and prophet of a free
Ukrainian nation. And inscribed on the
monument is this verse composed by
Shevchenko more than a century ago:

Our soul shall never perish. Freedom
knows no dying. And the greedy cannot
harvest fields where seas are lying; can-
not bind the living spirit, nor the living
word; cannot smirch the sacred glory
of the Almighty Lord.

Mr. President, when we welcome
Ukraine’s new independence we honor gen-
erations of women and men who kept a
flame of hope alive through years of dark-
ness. And free people must never forget the
suffering Ukraine endured under the totali-
tarian yoke. We must remember the victims
of Stalin’s forced famine, the Harvest of
Sorrow. We must remember the religious
believers who endured persecution for their
faith. We must remember the thousands
who faced punishment in the gulag because
they spoke out for cultural, political, or eco-
nomic reform.

Now the darkness is lifted. Ukraine has
entered a season of hope and rebirth. The
Ukrainian people reclaimed their independ-
ence on December 1, 1991. And I am
proud that the United States was among
the first in welcoming that vote, in recogniz-
ing Ukrainian independence, and in estab-
lishing diplomatic relations. We also were
one of the first to establish an Embassy in
Kiev, soon to be led by a Ukrainian-Amer-
ican, Ambassador-designate Roman
Popadiuk.

In our intensive and successful talks today
the President and I, President Kravchuk
and I agreed that the United States and
Ukraine should be not just friends but part-
ners. Ukraine’s future security is important
for the United States and for stability in
Europe. We welcome President Kravchuk’s
assurance that Ukraine will remove all nu-

clear weapons from its territory and join the
Non-Proliferation Treaty as a non-nuclear-
weapons state. We have pledged to assist
Ukraine in the accounting and control of
its nuclear reaction materials, to establish
a science and technology center in the
Ukraine, and to explore additional assistance
for weapons destruction.

We also are committed to Ukraine’s fu-
ture economic prosperity in a free market
system. The United States will continue its
program of technical assistance, including
advice in establishing a new Ukrainian cur-
rency. We will extend $110 million in Com-
modity Credit Corporation guarantees to
permit sales of American agricultural com-
modities to Ukraine. Opening up markets
and expanding trade are essential to our
new partnership. A robust exchange of
goods and services, of ideas and tech-
nologies will create better jobs and enhance
the quality of life for people in both of our
countries.

The agreement we’ve just signed on trade
and the opening of our new OPIC, Overseas
Private Investment Corporation, program
are an excellent beginning. This week I plan
to waive the Jackson-Vanik amendment, and
as soon as possible I hope to confer most-
favored-nation status on Ukraine.

And finally, we hope to assure the closest
possible political and cultural ties between
independent Ukraine and the United States.
We will continue to consult on our vision
of a democratic peace in Europe. Our new
Peace Corps program, established by an-
other agreement that was just signed here,
will bring volunteers to help develop small
businesses and build personal links between
our two peoples.

Mr. President, Ukraine is the birthplace
or ancestral home of more than a million
American citizens. They enliven and enrich
this country with their creative talent and
with their passion for freedom. Decade
after decade, Americans of Ukrainian herit-
age have kept alive in this country the cause
of Ukraine’s freedom and independence.
And this historic day is a tribute to them
as well as to their kinsmen in Ukraine. We
know Ukrainians face many challenges in
the years ahead, during your historic transi-
tion to free enterprise and democracy.
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And let me assure you, the United States
will stand beside a democratic Ukraine.

And again, thank you, Mr. President. May
God bless you and the people of your won-
derful country. We’re delighted that you
came our way.

President Kravchuk. Mr. President, ladies
and gentleman, friends, the official part of
my first visit to the United States as the
President of Ukraine is coming to an end.
In this respect, I would like to sincerely
and frankly say that the meetings with the
President of the United States, the talks we
had, the air of openness and the friendly
nature of the talks and mutual understand-
ing of the position and interests of our two
states surpassed the limits of official cere-
monies.

As you know, we have already had an op-
portunity of meeting President Bush and
many officials of his administration, both in
Kiev and Washington. No doubt such con-
tacts always get appropriate and well-justi-
fied international coverage and attract pub-
lic interest and that of the media. Most im-
portant, in my view, is our gradual progress
from general political statements to the bi-
lateral state-to-state relations filled with visi-
ble content.

We are very pleased to mention that yes-
terday in Washington, DC, we inaugurated
the Ukrainian Embassy in the United
States, headed by our first Ambassador, Mr.
Oleh Bilorus, who’s present here. We be-
lieve that we will soon welcome the Ambas-
sador of the United States, Mr. Popadiuk,
in Kiev.

For us, the opening of our own Embassy
in your great country is an event of great
historic and political significance. This is an-
other step towards a true state independ-
ence of Ukraine. We will next have to solve
the problems related to the establishment
of consular and other respected offices of
Ukraine in your country. These institutions
should give a substantial impetus to further
development of our cooperation in the areas
that present mutual interest.

Today the President of the United States
and myself and the Government officials au-
thorized by us signed a number of impor-
tant bilateral agreements, such as the agree-
ment on trade, promotion of investment,
implementation of the U.S. Peace Corps

program in Ukraine, on the environmental
protection, and some other documents. Our
experts agreed on further cooperation, and
I believe in the nearest future Ukraine and
the United States could sign some new
agreements, among them the agreements on
the sea shipping, the lifting of dual taxation,
preservation of and protection of religious
national cultural monuments on the terri-
tories of both countries, and cooperation
and facilitating programs of assistance.

But the most important issue now is to
ensure that the signed agreements be im-
plemented. I hope that the spirit of mutual
understanding, openness, and trust which
gradually turns into a characteristic feature
of the Ukraine and American relations at
the official level would be transferred into
the relationships between the peoples of our
two countries.

The entire experience of creating new
international ties after the collapse of totali-
tarianism and the end of the long cold war
period shows that the major issue now is
to establish effective cooperation in the in-
terests of universal, peaceful future, and to
ensure such international conditions which
would allow to find an optimal compromise
of state, national, and general human inter-
ests.

That is why I’m deeply convinced that
the development of friendly and equal rela-
tions between our two states, Ukraine and
the United States of America, corresponds
to their innate national interests. We are
ready to further develop and deepen our
fruitful bilateral dialog.

Ukraine is a young state, and it will have
to go along a very difficult road. But we
are totally convinced, including the experi-
ence of the United States, that we will go
along that road if we would abide by the
general human values.

With all my heart, I would like to wish
peace, happiness, accord, and further pros-
perity to the great American people and
every American home.

President Bush. I think the President has
agreed to take a few questions, and I’ll be
glad to do the same.

President’s Visit to Los Angeles
Q. Mr. President, I’d like to ask you about

another subject. Your spokesman says that
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you’re not going to Los Angeles today with
any kind of new blueprint for the cities.
Where does that leave matters for these
hard-pressed urban areas, given that Con-
gress has largely ignored your proposals and
many people believe that you haven’t fought
very hard for them anyway?

President Bush. I have fought hard for
them, and we have some excellent propos-
als. But what I want to do is go out there
and see that we are doing everything we
can to assist in the recovery. That will also
be accompanied by my keen interest in see-
ing where we go from here. I’ll have more
to say about that. We have some excellent
ideas. I am very interested in what is under-
way there from getting reports. Both the
Mayor and Peter Ueberroth and the Gov-
ernor feel things are moving in the right
direction.

So we want to be sure that we have sup-
plemented the overall effort for civil tran-
quility. I do think that that’s in better shape,
and I think the Federal Government re-
sponded very, very well. I’m pleased that
both Mayor Bradley and the Governor felt
that way. Then we’ve got to begin the heal-
ing process, and we also have to find an-
swers that will guarantee tranquility in these
cities. I come back to my emphasis that was
brought home to me loud and clear by
Mayor Bradley himself when he talked
about, we must find ways to strengthen the
family, he and other mayors having come
in before this happened. So we have some
good new ideas. I will try to bring those
forth to the American people after I’ve had
a chance to look at the scene there.

Anybody that would like to ask President
Kravchuk a question?

Q. I’d like to ask you one.
President Bush. All right, go ahead, Helen

[Helen Thomas, United Press Inter-
national], and then you’ve got one for——

Urban Policy Assessment
Q. Mr. President, both you and Marlin

Fitzwater have blamed Great Society pro-
grams for what’s happened in our country.
But your critics say that through the benign
neglect of the Reagan-Bush years, we are
becoming what the Kerner Commission
prophesied, which is a nation—two nations,
white and black, separate but unequal.

What do you say to that?
President Bush. I say that we’re not trying

to assign blame. There’s no point emphasiz-
ing programs that haven’t worked, however.
We want new programs. We want new
ideas. We’ve put forward some, and we may
have others to put forward. But there’s no
point trying to convince the American peo-
ple that programs that have not worked is
the answer to this problem. It isn’t. I don’t
believe in—what I’m trying to do is heal
and bring the people together. And I will
go forward with ideas that have not been
tried, emphasizing that it is far more impor-
tant to give people a piece of the action
than it is to have the Federal Government
simply dump largesse on them.

We’ve tried it the other way. Now this
gives us an opportunity, an excellent oppor-
tunity, to try some new ideas, and that’s
all. It’s not a question of assigning blame.
It’s a question of a realistic assessment:
Have we, as a country, done everything we
can to help those people that have been
left behind? I am not satisfied. We need
to do more, and we are trying to do more.

So I told my Cabinet today that I think
this offers us an excellent opportunity not
to assign blame but to try to come out with
ideas that can offer hope and upward mobil-
ity to people that have been bypassed.
That’s exactly what I’ll be trying to do, and
that’s what I think we’ve been trying to do.
We’ve got to get it in better focus, and we
need some action.

But this isn’t any time for blame. This
a time to heal. It——

Q. You’re not saying that Medicare or
Head Start or vocational rehabilitation, Fed-
eral aid to education at all levels, and all
the other laws that were implemented in
the Great Society era didn’t work?

President Bush. Not all of them, no. But
I’m saying we can do better, and I think we
should try. We ought to offer—here we are
talking to Ukraine who’s moving to privat-
ization, moving to market economies, and
I’d like to be sure we’ve done everything we
can to give people a part of the real action
in the private sector. Let’s just see if we
can’t do a better job in terms of owner-
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ship for some of these people that have
been passed by and assigned in the past to
these endless construction projects that all
seem to fall apart. There’s a better way to
do it, is all I’m saying, and that’s what we
want to try to do.

Ukrainian Nuclear Weapons
Q. For President Kravchuk. My name is

Susan Cornwall with Reuters. I have two
questions for you. The first is, you said this
morning that all tactical nuclear weapons
would leave the Ukraine by July. But some
Russian officials in Moscow said today that
all of the tactical nuclear weapons had al-
ready left the Ukraine. Could you clarify
please, and tell us, have they all, indeed,
left the Ukraine? The second question is,
when do you think you might sign a proto-
col to the START Treaty? Thank you.

President Kravchuk. By the time of the
statements that we would terminate the re-
moval of the tactical weapons, because of
lack of respective control, we have moved
out about 50 percent of all the tactical
weapons. On the 16th of April, President
Yeltsin and I signed an agreement which
formed the joint commission which is now
verifying the process of removal of tactical
weapons from Ukraine. As soon as the doc-
ument was signed and the verification con-
trol groups were created, the removal was
resumed. It is going on according to the
schedule which we have, and we will move
all of the tactical weapons by the 1st of
July. This is where Ukraine stands. The
weapons were not taken yet.

As to the START Treaty, we have dis-
cussed many details with Secretary of State
James Baker. Our Minister for Foreign Re-
lations and Mr. Baker had lengthy consulta-
tions. We prepared a letter signed by the
President of Ukraine, and the letter clarifies
all the aspects which are acceptable both
by the United States and Ukraine. And as
soon as the protocol is signed, the Ukraine
would ratify the START Treaty and would
fulfill all the commitments stipulated in that
treaty.

Ukraine-U.S. Relations
Q. Would you estimate the relationship

of partnerships between the Ukraine and
such a developed country as the United

States—What can we do to help?
President Kravchuk. We have done lots

today by the simple fact that we have signed
very important documents which open up
our relationship on an interstate level. As
to the everyday practice, we had a very in-
teresting meeting with the Secretary of
Commerce and will meet other secretaries.
We brought a delegation of businessmen
who met and will continue meeting their
counterparts in the United States. We
would create mechanisms and working
groups that might help implement what we
have agreed upon already, and I think we
would continue to go in that direction.

I think those actions would be beneficial
for both the United States and the Ukraine.
I would like to emphasize again that
Ukraine is not asking for anything. Ukraine
would like to have some credits to create
new technologies and to transfer to a mar-
ket economy as soon as possible, a free
economy. We are not asking for credits to
eat them up as food products; we’ve got
other intentions.

Urban Policy Assessment
Q. Sir, you say you’re not interested in

the politics of blame nor assigning blame.
In fact, starting this Monday you blamed
Congress for not passing some of your do-
mestic programs for the inner cities. Marlin
Fitzwater attacked the Great Society. Vice
President Quayle yesterday also attacked
Lyndon Johnson’s programs. A year ago in
Michigan you said that the Great Society
programs actually exacerbated racial ani-
mosity. You actually used the words ‘‘racial
animosity.’’ We still are unable to get a spe-
cific list out of the White House as to which
programs have done this.

President Bush. John [John Cochran,
NBC News], I think this is an inappropriate
time to try to divide. I think it’s a very
appropriate time to rethink whether we’ve
done it just exactly right in the past, wheth-
er it’s the Great Society or all the way up
to our administration. I cannot certify to
the American people that we have tried the
new ideas that might make urban America
better, might give a better opportunity for
everybody.

So there is no point trying to go into your
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question, answering the specifics, trying to
assign blame. I don’t think that’s what the
country needs right now. I think it needs
to come together. If I have my fights with
Congress on getting some proposals
through, some of which I have been propos-
ing for 3 years, that’s another matter. But
this isn’t the time to go out and try to divide
the country. This is the time to bring it
together.

Now, we’ve started on that. We started
to bring it together by doing everything we
could to assist the local law enforcement
people because the American people are
outraged by the violence. Secondly, we
started to bring it together by providing
every asset we could to the local people
out there, the Mayor and Peter Ueberroth
and the localities, to have the Federal Gov-
ernment assist, whether it’s Department of
Labor, whether it’s HUD, whether it’s
HHS. We’ve got a good program moving
forward right now to do that. Then I owe
it to the American people to say, here’s
what I think is the longer range answer;
can help right now if we can get some of
these things through and if I can convince
the American people that this is what we
ought to do. And I’ll have some proposals
to that effect.

But I say I don’t want to assign blame;
I don’t. If I said a year ago that these pro-
grams weren’t working, perhaps I have been
vindicated. But there’s no point in going
into that. Nobody in the United States polit-
ical system can certify today that every pro-
gram we’ve had has worked just perfectly;
it hasn’t. So there’s no point going back on
it. The point is, try to take this as an oppor-
tunity and bring the country together and
then move it forward. That’s exactly what
I’m going to do, and I’m not going to go
trying to help you get into what’s worked
and what hasn’t. I will present that to the
United States Congress in the future, as I
have in the past.

Q. Mr. President, so much of the prob-
lems in California and the inner cities have
been addressed in economic terms about
enterprise zones, about homeownership.
But how do you, sir, begin to address the
social problems, the antipathy between not
only blacks and whites but blacks, whites,
Koreans, Hispanics? How do you attack it

from the social, not the financial, side?
President Bush. Some of it’s rhetorical.

Some of it is trying to build on what we’ve
started by this Family Commission. I re-
member when Tom Bradley, the Mayor of
Los Angeles, came to see me before the
outbreak there. He joined a lot of other
mayors in telling me that the number one
concern that the mayors have—all of them
had it, Republican, Democrat, liberal, con-
servative—was the dissolution and the de-
cline of the American family. We’ve got to
find ways to help strengthen the family.
One of them is through the education pro-
gram; one of them through neighborhood
activities; one of them is through the kind
of private sector involvement that we’ve
been talking about through our Points of
Light and that Peter Ueberroth is now try-
ing to bring to bear on the solution to the
problem.

So that’s the approach we’ll be taking. But
I’m very anxious to hear, before I make final
decisions, from the local people as to what
they think. One of the things that I men-
tioned in my speech to the Nation was the
concern I felt and the concern that Mayor
Bradley felt about the attacks on the Korean
community. These people were peaceful
people, and they were all assaulted. We’ve
got to do something about it. I don’t have
an easy answer to it, but you put your finger
on something that I think we have to find
answer to. And somehow in the field of
strengthening the family and in the field
of ownership and in the field of the dignity
that comes with having a piece of the action
lies the answer.

Q. Have those questions, sir, been ne-
glected simply by dealing with it from other
aspects, from financial——

President Bush. I can’t say that they
haven’t. Anytime you see problems, we’ve
got to figure out that we haven’t done all
we can to have them solved if they’re still
out there.

Ukrainian Security
Q. President Kravchuk, you said a mo-

ment ago you didn’t ask for anything in the
economic. Can you tell us if you asked for
anything from the U.S. security field vis-
a-vis Russia? And second, on the protocol,
is the protocol pretty much in place, or is
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there some detail where even some dis-
agreement is still to be resolved?

President Kravchuk. We do not have seri-
ous differences. We had some misinter-
pretation of the text during the translation
period, but we have agreed upon those
minor details. And the protocol is ready to
be signed.

There is a problem of security for Ukraine
because Ukraine is a large European coun-
try with a population of 53 million, with
a powerful nuclear arsenal. And we initiated
to annihilate those weapons. We think that
this policy is correct in its concept, and we
would not change that policy. But some of
our neighbors, especially the great neigh-
bors such as Russia, have political forces
which would like to make territorial claims
as to Ukraine. That certainly worries us. It
worries the people in the Ukraine. We
would do anything in our power to solve
possible conflicts with Russia.

These problems will exist because the em-
pire crumbled, and people have different
interests. We would continue to proclaim
our request for the international community
to find a necessary forum to express its
viewpoint as to the Ukrainian stand on the
elimination of nuclear weapons and also
provide some guarantees for the national se-
curity of Ukraine in case there is a possible
threat.

Crimea
Q. Do you fear losing Crimea to your

powerful neighbors?
President Kravchuk. The thing is the Cri-

mea, from the legal point of view, is the
1954 act was totally legitimate. They acted
according to the legal norms and standards
which were in effect at that time in our
huge country. You can’t reverse the law be-
cause if we start to reconsider the 18th-
century rules, we can come to a total ab-
surdity. So we think that the problem was
solved in 1954 correctly according to law.
The situation in the Crimea would have
been totally normal. There is a multinational
population there; nobody is deprived of
their rights. But there are some forces from
the outside that stimulate and instigate sep-
aratist moods. They also finance those
moods and, in a way, egg on those moods
from the part of Russia.

Let us take the example of the Vice Presi-
dent of Russia, Mr. Rutskoy, who stepped
on the Crimean soil and made a first state-
ment that Crimea is Russian. He hugged
the barrel of a huge gun and said, ‘‘Can
we lose Crimea with that type of weapon?
No.’’ He’s not a man in the street but a
Vice President of Russia. Such statements
are very dangerous. They are politically
ungrounded. And the people in the Ukraine
can hardly understand the type of state-
ments. People in Ukraine and Russia used
to live in peace, and they want to live in
peace. They want to associate. They want
to have contacts in science and culture. We
have many common problems dating back
into history. But we should not use power
play and political play and lead a situation
toward danger.

Nuclear Power Plants
Q. Sir, did you raise the issue of

Chernobyl at all? And did you seek any sort
of help from the United States for safety
of nuclear power plants? And President
Bush, are you concerned about safety of nu-
clear power plants in the former Soviet
Union?

President Kravchuk. We have shut down
the Chernobyl power plant after the acci-
dent that people had near Leningrad, at the
power station over there. We have shut
down the reactors in Chernobyl, and we can
see that we cannot resume their functions.
A lot of money and a lot of effort would
be required. We will need about a year to
resume their activities. Our Parliament de-
cided that the Chernobyl power station
should be shut down by 1993. And we de-
cided we should not resume the work of
the reactors.

The most important thing for us is how
to neutralize the ruined fourth power unit.
We do not have any scientific solution of the
problem yet. We have not addressed the
President of the United States definitely
about this problem. We think that the people
in many countries, including our kin brothers
here in the United States who are providing
help to us. But we think that the liquidation
are consequences of the Chernobyl tragedy
if that is possible at all. And the taking of
the station out of the commission
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is a very, very difficult financial, technical
problem. As to other nuclear power plants
in Ukraine, they are based on a totally dif-
ferent principle. They do not present any
threat similar to the Chernobyl power
plants. The Leningrad station is similar to
what we have in Chernobyl.

President Bush. My answer to your ques-
tion would be, yes, of course, we’d be con-
cerned about safety. And I would like to
offer cooperation on the part of our side
as to our technologically competent people
in every way possible, cooperating with
whoever needs our help. We think we’ve
got good, safe systems here, and we’d like
to be of assistance to others. But any time
you have systems that have caused trouble,
we must all be concerned in this world.

Urban Policy Assessment
Q. Mr. President, you and your prede-

cessor, Ronald Reagan, came to office 12
years ago under an economic system that
promised a rising tide would lift all boats.
During both of your terms in office we had
the longest postwar, or peacetime recovery
and economic expansion in history, and yet,
the conditions that produced the riots in
Los Angeles still existed. Are you now, as
part of your effort to look at whether every-
thing has worked, reassessing your eco-
nomic programs and the role of the Federal
Government in proving help to the cities,
States, and social classes of the country?

President Bush. Yes, I think we ought to
look at everything. I’m not satisfied. And
I think we ought to look at everything, and
we ought to move forward on these three
tracks: One, the question of restoration of
law, American citizens should not be asked
to put up with wanton looting and pillaging;
secondly, short-term answers to assist the
city and the State in the cleanup and in
the restoration of things in Los Angeles; and
then, three, proposals that would really as-
sist in rebuilding and in harmonizing in this
country.

That’s the way I’m going to approach it,
and I’ll look at what we’ve done and what
we’ve tried to do, what others have done,
but not with the question of blaming. I real-
ly don’t think that’s what’s wanted. If we
point out differences, if I point out a pro-
gram that I think has failed, it’s not to

blame. It is simply to say I’m not satisfied
with the tensions that I see and want to
try to do something about it.

Q. If I may ask about a specific, sir, to
follow up, revenue-sharing, a program start-
ed by a Republican President, was also
ended by your predecessor. A lot of people
who have been studying the Los Angeles
riots say that may have—the cities may be
overburdened now; that because of the new
federalism, the shifting of programs to the
cities who may not have been able to pro-
vide. Is that a specific area, Federal aid to
the cities, that you’re willing to reconsider?

President Bush. If I can find some reve-
nue to share. We are operating at unaccept-
ably high levels of deficit, and everyone
knows that. What I think we also need to
do is consider that a vigorous economy, with
job creation as its goal or as its hallmark,
is the best poverty program. So we’ve pro-
posed instead, as you know, a rather sub-
stantial block grant. We’ve not gotten that
through, but we’ll try again. It’s very close
to revenue-sharing, as a matter of fact. It’s
no strings attached, and it is something that
we think is a good approach. But I think
we should look at all of this.

Q. In the past when faced with a budget
crisis, you and your predecessor called for
a budget summit. Do you foresee anything
like that in the area of urban problems,
given the fact that enterprise legislation and
things along that line have been proposed
and reproposed in the past without success?

President Bush. I think there’s enough
focus on this now that if we come forward
with a good, sound program, I would like
to think we’d have a good opportunity to
encourage the Congress and to get it passed
by Congress. I don’t know that we need
another commission or another study group,
anything of that nature.

Q. But as far as the leadership in both
the House and the Senate, a bipartisan
group getting together to try to form a con-
sensus on this.

President Bush. I’d like to think that we
could get it. We’d have to get a consensus
if we’re going to get it through. And so we’d
have to do whatever is required to get the
proposals, some of which I have made, the
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new ones I’ll make, to get it through the
Congress. Yes, I’ll have to do that.

Q. Not a summit?
President Bush. Well, what’s a summit?

Everything’s a summit, I guess, these days.
But I don’t know how you define that. But
we’d certainly want a—we need to get co-
operation on both sides of the aisle to get
something done for America.

START Treaty
Q. Mr. President, could I follow up on

what Mr. President Kravchuk said about the
START Treaty? He said the protocol was
ready to be signed by Ukraine. But of
course, you have a complicated situation
where you have several countries involved,
Russia, Byelarus, and Kazakhstan. How
close are you to being able to work some-
thing that is mutually acceptable so you can
go forward with the Senate?

President Bush. I think we’ve made
progress, as the President said here today.
And Jim and the Foreign Minister worked
out the details this morning. So this one
is in pretty good shape. But we have work
to do with others, and it’s not complete.
And I would think that Jim might be going
soon to try to hammer out some of the dif-
ferences that exist with the countries that
you mentioned.

Q. Would you expect that while President
Kravchuk is here he would sign this proto-
col, or is not something you can sign now?

President Bush. I’d defer to the President.
I just don’t know whether there’s any plan
to be signed on it. But the agreement, the
letters, the language has been worked out.
I doubt it will be signed on this visit. But
the language is; we sat there in the Oval
Office, and I think the President would
agree that we agreed on it. Correct?

President Kravchuk. Yes. [Laughter]
President Bush. Yes.

Legislation on Social Programs
Q. Mr. President, have you personally

lobbied Democratic Members of Congress
on enterprise zones and on the HOPE pro-
gram?

President Bush. Yes, and I’ll continue to,
but let me come forward with a package
now. And I don’t know how you quantify
it, but I think you’ll note that that’s been

part of our proposal for a long, long time.
And when I look at the devastation and look
at some of the hopelessness, not just in this
particular area but others, it seems to me
that the time has come to try something
different.

I thought I heard the Congresswoman
from the area say that the time has come
for enterprise zones. Well, that’s a very in-
teresting development and an interesting
shift, if true. But again, you don’t get some-
thing done by saying, we were with A, B,
or C before when we were trying to get
these programs through. What we do say
is, you mentioned enterprise zones, I think
enterprise zones make a good deal of sense;
to bring business into the area and get jobs,
you’ve got to get some tax breaks in the
area, get the jobs moving in the area, get
the production in the area. We haven’t real-
ly tried that at the Federal level, and I’d
like to see it tried. And without assigning
blame for failures in the past, I think that
this is an idea whose time has come. And
so we will try again. And I have tried, and
I’ll keep trying.

Q. To follow up on that, you say that
you will try to get your proposals through.
When we talked to Democrats on the Hill,
they say that you’re not willing to com-
promise, that you want it your way or you
don’t want it at all. Have the L.A. riots pro-
vided maybe the tone for a compromise?

President Bush. I don’t know that the
L.A. riots—but I think I’m the guy that’s
held out my hands to the United States
Congress, saying let’s try. But I’m not going
to suggest that that means doing it some-
body else’s way all the time. But I think
the time has come when the American peo-
ple want action. They don’t want any more
rhetoric, and they say, ‘‘Let’s try something
new. Let’s try something that will really
help. Let’s have order. Let’s not condone
the violence, but out of this, let’s see if we
can’t find better answers.’’ And you men-
tioned enterprise zones, I happen to think
it’s a better answer. And I think it’s almost
unarguable. But——

Q. Mr. President, to follow up on that.
The Democrats say, in fact, the enterprise
zones was in the growth package, but you
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vetoed it. And secondly, on the homeowner-
ship program, the HOPE program, as you
mentioned several times, that was approved,
but the funding was cut by 60 percent. And
we’re told that Jack Kemp asked you to veto
the bill so you could get full funding but
that you didn’t because the bill also had
full funding for the space station. So my
question is, will you shift your priorities per-
haps away from things like the space station
and more towards the homeownership, as
your Secretary asked you?

President Bush. I don’t think he suggested
we move it away from the space station.
But my view is, here’s an opportunity. I’m
glad they’re saying that they support this.
And I hope we can do it in a way that
is acceptable to us because I have to also
keep in mind the overall economy of this
country. The bill I vetoed was not vetoed
on space stations or on HOPE; it was ve-
toed on a wide range of broad matters that
would have burdened the taxpayer in this
country. But let’s hope that with this new
interest in finding new answers, that we can
get done these programs that I’m talking
about. Yes, I’d like to think we can do that.

Last one. No, not again, Terry [Terence
Hunt, Associated Press]. [Laughter] Well,
last one. Go ahead.

Federal Law Enforcement Role in Los
Angeles

Q. How long are you going to keep the
Army and the Marine Corps on duty in Los
Angeles?

President Bush. Well, it won’t be much
longer, and I will be very much interested
in getting recommendations on that from
the Mayor and from the Governor. As you
know, we’ve federalized the Guard at the
request of the Governor and the request
of the Mayor. They are there. The law en-
forcement officials and the civilian officials
there have felt that their presence inhibited
further rioting. I’m convinced in my mind
that the fact that we moved as quickly as
we did in federalizing them had a very
quieting effect.

But we’ll start moving out. We’ve moved
out some of the Federal law enforcement
people already. I think that’s been reduced
by about a half, maybe more by now, Terry,
the FBI people, the Customs people, Bor-

der Patrol people, and all of those who were
in the law enforcement end of the Federal
Government. But in terms of the Army and
the Marines and the National Guard, I will
be talking about that, I’m sure, tonight with
our task force when I get out there.

Q. The benefit of hindsight, do you wish
that you had put them on duty Thursday
night or Wednesday night, rather than wait-
ing until Friday?

President Bush. No, I still believe that you
ought to work closely with the local officials.
I think they are the ones that activate the
Guard, and that’s the way it should be. I
don’t think the President should call up and
insist on something like that. So I have con-
fidence in their judgment, and I think they
did the right thing. And similarly, federaliz-
ing, a President can do that, but it is far
better to do it when you have the full re-
quest and full cooperation of the local offi-
cials and of the Governor. And that’s exactly
what we did in very timely fashion. So I
don’t have any regrets on that.

Q. Will you be seeing Mr. Gates?
President Bush. Gates? I don’t know. I

don’t know. I don’t know.

Legislation on Social Programs
Q. When you say ‘‘new proposals,’’ do you

mean the ones you’ve already submitted?
President Bush. John, I’ll tell you about

that when I get ready to. I’ll announce the
program when I’m ready, not sooner; not
an answer to one question or another. But
when I’m ready to do it, I will. I’m going
to follow it just the way I’ve told you, do
it without recrimination, without trying to
blame anybody, in an effort to try to move
this country forward.

Q. Are you sorry the White House has
looked divisive the last couple of days?

President Bush. I don’t feel it has. I don’t
feel it has.

Note: The President’s 127th news conference
began at 12:47 p.m. in the East Room at the
White House. President Kravchuk spoke in
Ukrainian, and his remarks were translated
by an interpreter. In his remarks, President
Bush referred to Peter Ueberroth, chairman
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of the Rebuild L.A. Committee, and Daryl
F. Gates, chief of police for the city of Los
Angeles. The news conference followed a
ceremony in which President Bush and
President Kravchuk signed the Agreement on
Trade Relations Between the United States

and Ukraine; the United States-Ukraine
Overseas Private Investment Corporation
Agreement; and the Agreement Establishing
a Peace Corps Program Between the United
States and Ukraine.

Joint Declaration With President Leonid Kravchuk of Ukraine
May 6, 1992

DECLARATION ON U.S.-UKRAINIAN
RELATIONS AND THE BUILDING OF A
DEMOCRATIC PARTNERSHIP

Today’s talks mark a historic step in the
development of relations between our two
great nations. For the first time, an Amer-
ican President has met with the freely-elect-
ed President of a sovereign Ukraine. The
Ukrainian people are now building their
own state, one whose independence and
commitment to democracy can make a vital
contribution to the creation of a new Eu-
rope truly whole and free. The United
States places special importance on the con-
solidation of Ukraine’s democracy and inde-
pendence. Toward this end, we are agreed
that we must work together as friends and
partners for the mutual benefit of both our
peoples, and in the interests of international
peace and stability.

Politically, we will strive to protect and
promote the values that bind us together
in the democratic community of nations, in-
cluding free and fair elections, freedom of
emigration, the rule of law, and respect for
human rights, including the rights of all mi-
norities, regardless of their nationalities and
beliefs. The United States takes special note
of Ukraine’s commitment to establish its
independence in full accordance with these
principles, and its efforts to build a just and
stable society where fundamental freedoms
of all peoples are guaranteed.

Economically, we will work to advance
the values of economic freedom without
which democracy and prosperity cannot
flourish. Ukraine will accelerate efforts to
move toward a market economy through ap-
propriate macroeconomic stabilization poli-
cies and structural/microeconomic reforms

to promote recovery, market development,
and growth. The U.S., through its technical
assistance programs in areas like defense
conversion and food distribution, will help
Ukraine in these efforts and encourage the
international community to do likewise. To-
gether, we will take steps to promote free
trade, investment, and economic coopera-
tion between our two countries and peoples,
as well as within the world economy at
large. A critical feature of this cooperation
will be a special effort by Ukraine to lower
barriers to trade and investment in order
to allow greater access for American firms.
Ukraine and the United States will establish
joint business development committees to
achieve this objective and build a founda-
tion for expanded commerce. We have con-
cluded a trade agreement which will confer
Most Favored Nation tariff treatment on
Ukraine, and an OPIC agreement to make
available investment insurance for American
firms investing in Ukraine. We have also
agreed to expedite negotiations on bilateral
investment and tax treaties that will further
promote private trade and investment, as
well as on cooperation in shipping and civil
aviation.

In the area of security, the United States
and Ukraine will cooperate to promote a
democratic peace across Europe. We are
agreed that international security can no
longer be achieved through the efforts of
individual states to acquire ever increasing
amounts of weaponry. Rather, security must
be based on reduced levels of armaments
among all nations, and on a multilateral
commitment to uphold shared principles,
especially democracy, the inviolability of
borders and territorial integrity, and peace-
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